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ie S . 5 o 
‘d : ee MENTAL INCAPACITY AS EXCUSE FOR FAILURE TO 
1g ss GIVE NOTICE 
Te par In Schoen, Guardian v. American National Insurance Com- 
0., : pany, J 503,124, the St. Louis Court of Appeals in Missouri was 
or 3 called upon to decide whether the failure of the insured to give 
ty the notice required by the policy was to be excused because he 
- : was of unsound mind and incapable of transacting his own busi- 
si aes ness. It was the insurer’s contention that, although the insured 
ks : was totally and permanently disabled, he had forfeited his right 
‘h. % to benefits therefor by failure to give notice. 
in- 
t's Notice by Relatives of Insured 
m- 


of The insurer argued that, even though the insured may have 


been mentally in¢apable of complying with the terms of his polic 
nd Please Route to: and giving outa of his disability, his wife or his father should 
have given the notice. While undoubtedly it would have been 
5 a very proper thing for the wife or father to have given the insurer 
ge notice, certainly the failure of the insured’s relatives to give the 
t’s insurer a notice that was required of the insured could not prej- 
ere : udice his rights; it was not their rights which were affected by 
me the giving or failure to give notice. 
car Construction of Forfeiture Clauses 
- % Forfeitures are not favorites of the law and will not be de- 
sans x clared if the contract is subject to any possible and reasonable 
sed ae construction to avoid such effect, and the condition in a contract 
ff's under which a forfeiture is claimed should be strongly construed 
ve, against the party invoking it, and especially is this true when 
- Gey wane applied to an insurance contract. The basic purpose of insurance 
Cr ae such as was involved in this action was indemnity in case of 
™ i disability. In construing the contract as a whole, the court should 
es attribute good faith to the insurer as well as to the insured and, 
fe / in so doing, it was loath to believe that in the due proof clause 
vith of the policy the insurer ever intended to create a condition which 
by was in its nature impossible of performance by the insured, and 
ting thus destroy the right of the insured to recover for the very thing 
> of insured against. 
pme After reviewing the authorities, a majority of the court stated 
the rule in Missouri to be that, in insurance contracts, where a 
jant 2 condition precedent to the insured’s right of recovery for a dis- 
is a ability insured against is that notice be given before a cause of 
ars, action accrues, such notice is excused in a case where the evidence 
ri shows that the insured was rendered incapable of giving such 


notice by reason of his mental incapacity caused by or accom- 
panying the very thing insured against. Because a strong dissent- 

ing opinion was filed, case was certified to the Supreme Court for 
had final determination. 
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% NEGLIGENCE x 
(Other than Automobile) 


Amusements.—The city was liable for injuries to a bathing 


beach patron who was knocked down by a player in a ball 
game which was permitted in violation of a city rule (Shea, 
etc., et al. v. The City of New York, N. Y. Supreme Ct., App. 
Div., 1 403,746). Fall from Hired Fishing Boat—Wherc 
crew of a fishing boat hired by plaintiff permitted him to 
stand on narrow plank with a weak railing but failed to 
warn him when the boat reached dangerous waters, the 
owner of the boat was answerable for injuries sustained by 
plaintiff when he was thrown overboard into the sea (Pare- 
melee v. Hiller, Conn. Supreme Ct. of Err., 403,754). 


Children Injured.—Since it was reversible error to direct a ver- 


dict for defendant where the evidence showed a knowledge 
that an island used in connection with defendant’s power 
plant was attractive to children and that a gate, which had 
been erected at the entrance to the island was not kept 
locked, the appeal court allowed recovery for injuries to a 
child who was injured when an unbraced pile of lumber fell 
on him as he was playing on the island (Weber et al. v. Saint 
Anthony Falls Water Power Co., Minn. Supreme Ct., 403,742). 
Boy Attacked by Vicious Dog.—It was error to nonsuit 
plaintiff who was injured by defendant's dog as he was deliv- 
ering papers near defendant’s home, since the evidence, which 
showed that plaintiff's brother had been bitten the previous 
year, that plaintiff had contrived to shun the dog for more 
than a year and that so many complaints were made against 
the dog that defendant finally gave him away, was sufficient 
to warrant an inference of the essential elements of the lia- 
bility of a dog owner (Plumidies v. Smith, N. C. Supreme 
Ct., 7 403,755). 


Hotel Guest’s Fall in Slippery Tub.—Plaintiff, who was a guest 


in defendant’s small hotel, did not recover for injuries re- 
ceived when the rubber mat at the bottom of the tub slipped 
as he was turning on the water, since the soap underneath 
the mat was a temporary condition, and since the evidence 
showed that the cleaning system was adequate and that de- 
fendant had used reasonable care in the protection of his 
guests (Hoffman v. Shankweilers Hotel, Inc., U. S, Dist. Ct., 
E. D., Pa., § 403,743). 


Animals.—The violation of an ordinance requiring a landowner 


to fence the part of his property facing the highway had 
no causal connection where his crops were destroyed by 
cattle entering from the side and back and not the front, and 
the owner of the cattle was answerable in damages for 
violating an ordinance forbidding cattle to roam at large 
(Ingargwola v. Schnell, La. Ct. of App., 1 403,745). Bucks In- 
termingling with Herd of Ewes.—In an action for trespass and 
untimely breeding, where four bucks became loose inter- 
mingling with a herd of ewes and covering over a hundred 
ewes before they could be removed, the measure of damages 
was the difference in value before the untimely breeding 
and the value at the time the number of ewes with lamb had 
been ascertained (Harris et al., etc. v. I. K. Products Co., 
Utah Supreme Ct., J 403,748). 


Explosion of Underground Tank.—Where defendant oil com- 


pany installed and repaired an underground gasoline storage 
tank, leased to the operator of a fling station, but failed 
to remove or seal the tank after notification of abandonment 
by the lessee, the court held that the company was liable 
for burns received by a fourteen year old boy, when a lighted 
match, thrown in the air by the boy, fell down the open pipe, 
causing the vapors to explode (Fjellman, etc. v. Weller et al. 
Defendant, Socony-Vacuum Oil Co., Minn. Supreme Ct., 
7 403,741). 


Pedestrians Injured.—There was no actionable negligence 


where plaintiff tripped over a raised portion in a sidewalk 
which had so existed for twenty-four years without com- 
plaint (Messmer v. De Rosa et al., N. Y. Supreme Ct., App. 
Div., § 403,747). Falling Glass from Store Front.—In an 
action by a pedestrian, who was injured when glass from 
a store front fell on her as she was walking along the street, 
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against the owner of the property, the sub-lessee and the 
contractor who installed the glass for a former tenant sey- 
eral years prior to the accident, the court held only the 
sub-lessee liable (Hester v. Hubbuch et al., Tenn. Ct. of App., 
{ 403,751). 


Railroad’s Liability —The appeal court declared that the negli- 


gence of defendant railway was the proximate cause of the 
accident in a suit to recover for the death of a pedestrian 
who was struck by a fast passenger train as he was crossing 
a well traveled path which led diagonally across the tracks 
since the evidence showed that the train was practically 
soundless because of its Diesel engine, that the wind was 
blowing in a gale from the opposite direction in which the 
train was traveling, and that no warning whistle or siren 
was blown (Burlington-Rock Island R. R. Co. v. Ellison, Tex. 
Supreme Ct., {| 403,753). Intoxicated Man Killed on Train 
Tracks.—The widow of deceased did not recover for the 
death of her husband who was killed by defendant’s freight 
train while he was lying on the tracks in a drunken stupor, 
since the evidence showed that a curve in the tracks obstructed 
the view of the train operators and that due caution was 
used, including slow rate of speed, ringing of bells and blow- 
ing of whistles (Griffin et al. v. Thompson, Trustee, New 
Orleans, Texas & Mexico Ry. Co., La. Ct. of App., 403,750). 


Self-Service Store—The lower court did not err in granting 


defendant a nonsuit in an action against defendant store 
owner by customer who was injured by falling on a leafy 
vegetable on the floor, since her testimony as to the dirty 
appearance of the leaf was not sufficient to show that the 
leaf had been there long enough to apprise defendant of its 
presence (Miscally v. Colonial Stores, Inc., Ga. Ct. of App. 
7 403,752). 


Theatres.—A theatre patron, who fell into an alleged “foot-trap” 


as she was descending the balcony stairs, was not successful 
in her suit against the owner of the theatre, since evidence 
showing that the theatre was planned by a famous architect, 
that the lighting was adequate, and that there had been no 
similar accident, indicated no actual defect of which a rea- 
sonably prudent operator should have been aware (Cassa- 
nova v. Paramount-Richards Theatres, Inc., et al., La. Ct. of 
App., 7 403,744). Boys Running Down Stairs.—Where theatre 
patron was a frequent visitor, was familiar with the type of 
wide railing used and knew that young boys frequently ran 
up and down the stairs whenever the watchful eyes of the 
manager and employees were necessarily elsewhere, there 
was no actionable negligence for injuries sustained when 
a boy crashed into her (Hickey v. Fox-Ozark Theatres Corp., 
Kan. Supreme Ct., J 403,749). 


* LIFE x 


Termination of Group Insurance.—Denying rehearing to an 


unsuccessful beneficiary of a group insurance certificate, the 
court refused to rule that the grace period of the policy 
extended coverage of the group policy beyond the date 
agreed upon for termination (Kimbal v. Travelers Ins. Co., 
Fla. Supreme Ct., 7 503,111). 


Total and Permanent Disability—On motion for rehearing, the 


court was still unable to agree that the insured, who was 
partially able to do work for compensation in many different 
employments covering a long period of years, was totally 
and permanently disabled (Hamm v. Metropolitan Life Ins. 
Co., St. Louis Ct. of App., Mo., § 503,112). 


Note for Premium Payment.—The court approved an insurer's 


crediting of payments made by the insured after the second 
premium was due to the insured’s note for the first premium 
and‘the lapse of the policy for non-payment of premiums 
(Shank v. The Union Central Life Ins. Co., Ohio Ct. of App. 
{ 503,114). 


Rescission of Policies.—Fraudulent intent need not be alleged 


or shown in actions for rescission of insurance policies on 
the ground of misrepresentations in applications (Union 
Mutual Life Ins. Co. v. Bleetstein, Admx., et al., U.S. Dist. 
Ct., E. D., N. Y¥., ¥ 503,115). 


Paragraph (f) numbers refer to the full opinion texts In the CCH Insurance Law Reporting Service units. 
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War Risk Insurance—Timeliness of Suit—The court held that 
disagreement between the veteran’s bureau and the insured 
under a war risk policy arose in a letter denying liability for 
disability benefits and, therefore, the insured’s suit on his 
claim was not brought within the time allowed (Thrasher v. 
United States of America, U.S. C. C. A., 5th C., § 503,116). 


Delivery of Policy.—Although the insurance applicant was in 
good health when his policy was transmitted to the agent 
for delivery if he were in good health, he died accidentally 
before the policy was actually delivered to him and the court 
denied his beneficiary recovery under the policy (Pruitt v. 
Great Southern Life Ins. Co., La. Supreme Ct., J 503,117). 


Cancellation of Insurance.—The judgment awarding a benefi- 
ciary recovery for the group insured’s total and permanent 
disability could not be upheld because the court failed to 
deduct the amount of insurance cancelled by the insured 
who was claimed to have been mentally incapacitated at the 
time of cancellation (Crawford v. Metropolitan Life Ins. Co., 
St. Louis Ct. of App., Mo., 7 503,119). 


Place of Insurance Contract.—When a beneficiary certificate 
provides that it is in force at 12 o’clock noon on the day it 
is dated and signed at the home office, the law of the state 
in which the home office is located becomes a part of the 
contract, such state being the place where the last act neces- 
sary to the validity of the contract is performed (Young v. 
The Order of United Commercial Travelers of America, Neb. 
Supreme Ct., 503,120). 


Cash Surrender Value.—Plaintiff who sued to recover the cash 
surrender value of policies was held to have waived an 
answer to his petition for discovery of the cash surrender 
value by joining issue on the insurer’s plea in abatement to 
the jurisdiction of the court on the ground that the cash 
surrender values did not total $50.00 (Belcher v. Metropolitan 
Life Ins. Co., Tenn. Supreme Ct., f] 503,122). 


Assessment of Policyholders.—The insurer had the right to in- 
crease the assessments on plaintiff’s policy, but certified 
copies of the resolution of such assessment were not proper 
proof of the necessity of the large assessment made (Wood- 
ward v. National Life Co., Springfield Ct. of App., Mo., 
503,118). Character of Insolvent Insurer—Under the 
charter, and by laws of the company in which petitioner 
was a policyholder, and under the statute in force at the 
time of its incorporation, the court concluded that the com- 
pany was a combined mutual and stock corporation and that 
its policyholders were subject to assessment (Charlton Bros. 
Transportation Co., Inc. v. Eastern Mutual Casualty Co., Md. 
Ct. of App., 7 503,121). 


Age of Insured.—The court upheld the jury’s finding of the 
insured’s birth date, establishing that he had misstated his 
age in his application for insurance, in which event the policy 
provided only such benefits as the premiums paid would 
have purchased at the correct age (Bernard, Admx. v. Metro- 
politan Life Ins. Co., Ill. App. Ct., J 503,123). 


* AUTOMOBILE 


Insurance Questions.—The insurer failed to recover from the 
insured’s guest, who negligently closed the car door on a 
second guest’s foot, for a judgment recovered by the injured 
guest from insured, since the host was not liable for the 
guest’s negligence (American Farmers Mutual Automobile 
Ins. Co. v. Riise, Minn. Supreme Ct., { 706,959). Subrogation. 
—Plaintiff-insurer, subrogated to insured’s right of action, 
recovered from defendant whose car while on the wrong side 
of the road collided with the insured’s car in an opposing 
traffic collision causi» g damage to the car (Camden Fire 
Insurance Assn. v. Fontenot, La. Ct. of App., 9 706,969). 
Wife Suing Husband’s Liability Insurer.—Plaintiff-wife re- 
covered from defendant insurer, who carried a public lia- 
bility policy on her husband’s automobile, for injuries sustained 
while a passenger in the car when the husband negli- 
gently ran the car off of the pavement, the car turned 
Over andl caught on fire (Scarborough v. St. Paul Mercury 
Indemnity Co., La. Ct. of App., 706,970). Estoppel.—Since 


defendant insurer garnishee had in bad faith denied the exist- 
ence of the public liability policy for five years, it was 
estopped from asserting or relying upon any limitations in 
the policy affecting the time within which suit could be 
brought (Baios, Admr. v. Clark, General Accident Fire and 
Life Assurance Corp., Ltd., Garnishee, Mich. Supreme Ct., 
{| 706,976). Questioning Jury on Voir Dire as to Insurance 
Connections.—Since plaintiff's counsel in questioning the 
jury on a voir dire examination as to their insurance con- 
nections was guilty of misconduct, plaintiff's judgment for 
personal injuries sustained when the cab in which she was 
a passenger collided with another car at a street intersection 
was reversed (Powell v. The Kansas Yellow Cab Co. et al., 
Kan. Supreme Ct., J 706,980). 


Alighting Bus Passengers Injured—An alighting bus passen- 
ger recovered for personal injuries sustained when she was 
thrown from the bus step as the bus started (McFarland v. 
City of Monroe, La. Ct. of App., § 706,972). Stepping into 
Hole in Parking Strip.—Defendant bus company’s judgment 
was reversed and remanded since there was no evidence 
of plaintiff-bus passenger’s negligence in stepping into a hole 
in the parking strip as she alighted from the bus; therefore, 
the question of contributory negligence should not have been 
submitted to the jury (Jackson et al. v. The City of Seattle, 
Wash. Supreme Ct., J 706,985). 


Approaching Vehicles Collisions.—Plaintiff’s suit for the wrong- 
ful death of her decedent, killed when the car he was driving 
sheared about a foot and a half off the side of defendant’s 
truck in an opposing traffic collision, should have been sub- 
mitted to the jury on the evidence of certain admissions 
made by defendant to a police officer and plaintiff's attorney 
and another (Litman, Spec. Admx. v. Peper et al., Minn. 
Supreme Ct., 706,983). Wrong Side of Road.—Plaintiff 
recovered for the wrongful death of her decedent killed in 
an opposing traffic collision when defendant’s automobile, on 
the wrong side of the road, collided with decedent’s truck 
(Weber, Admx. v. McCarthy et al., Minn. Supreme Ct., 
| 706,984). 


Bicyclist Injured.—Plaintiff, a minor, failed to recover for per- 
sonal injuries sustained while riding a bicycle when he made 
a sudden turn to the left and collided with the right rear 
fender of defendant’s passing car, since he was guilty of 
contributory negligence (Cesanek v. G. Fox & Co., Inc., Conn. 
Supreme Ct. of Errors, § 706,973). 


Car Striking Storm Sewer.—Plaintiff recovered for injuries sus- 
tained when the driver of the car in which she was riding 
turned to the right on defendant’s street to make room for 
approaching traffic and struck something on an open storm 
sewer, causing the driver to lose control of the car which 
crashed into a bridge abutment and threw plaintiff out (The 
City of Waco v. Criswell, Tex. Ct. of Civ. App., § 706,974). 


Conflict of Laws.—Plaintiff’s right of action for personal inju 
ries, sustained in an automobile accident in Louisiana while 
riding with her husband, against her husband’s employer and 
insurer was upheld, since under the statutes of this state she 
had a substantive and remedial right to prosecute the suit 
in her own name, although in Texas, the state of domicile, 
the right of action was community property and could 
be asserted by her husband only (Matney v. Blue Ribbon Inc. 
et al.,La. Supreme Ct., J 706,975). 


County Commissioners’ Liability—An administrator failed to 
recover from the County Commissioners for the death of 
his decedent, who sideswiped a drum at one end of a culvert 
along a county road which was being widened, swerved 
across the road, ran over the bank and down into the river 
where, unable to extricate himself, he drowned (Termuhlen, 
Admr. v. Campbell et al., Ohio Ct. of App., J 706,961). 


Father’s Liability.— Plaintiff recovered for injuries she sustained 
and the death of her husband caused when the car in which 
they were riding started to pass a truck driven by defend- 
ant’s minor son, and the minor turned left and collided with 
the car; the minor’s father was held liable for the damage 
occasioned by his minor child residing with him (Dudley v. 
Surles et al., La. Ct. of App., { 706,964). 


Paragraph ({/) numbers refer to the full opinion texts in the CCH Insurance Law Reporting Service units, 
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AUTOMOBILE—Continued 


Guests or Occupants.—Plaintiffs, passengers in defendant’s car, 


failed to recover for personal injuries sustained when the 
right front wheel of the car left the road on a rainy night, 
and in the attempt to return to the road, the car slid 
across the road and turned over on one side (Marsh cet al. v. 
Henriksen, Minn. Supreme Ct., 9 706,957). First Entry.— 
Plaintiff, a guest passenger in a car which entered an inter- 
section first and was more than half way across when 
defendant’s insured, travelling at a high rate of speed, hit 
the car broadside, recovered ion personal injuries sustained 
(Gardiner v. The Travellers Indemnity Co., La. Ct. of App., 
7 706,968). 


Intersection Collisions.—Plaintiff recovered for damage to his 


automobile caused by defendants’ cab colliding with the side 
of the car while it was stopped at an intersection (Bertuccini 
v. Toye Bros. Yellow Cab Co., La. Ct. of App., $706,949). 
Trailer-Truck and Street Car.—Plaintiffs, the driver and 
owner of a trailer-truck, failed to recover for personal inju- 
ries and property damage sustained when the driver, after 
travelling a portion of a block on a one-way street going 
the wrong way, left-turned at an intersection and was struck 
by an approaching street car which he had seen (O'Neill 
et al. v. Minneapolis Street Ry. Co., Minn. Supreme Ct., 
7 706,958). Bicyclist Injured.—Plaintiff, a minor, recovered 
for personal injuries sustained while riding a bicycle when 
he was struck and injured by defendant, a speeding motorist, 
as plaintiff entered an intersecting street from an acute 
angle-intersected street (Holt v. Walsh, ete., Tenn. Ct. of 
App., 1 706,979). Ambulance Running Stop Light.—Plain- 
tiff’s judgment for personal injuries sustained when the am- 
bulance in which he was riding, on an emergency call, ran 
through a stop light and collided with a bus at an inter- 
section was reversed and the cause remanded, since the jury 
findings as to proximate cause were inconsistent (Walsh, Jr., 
et al. v. Dallas Ry. & Terminal Co., Tex. Supreme Ct., 

706,981). Failure to Come to Full Stop for Stop Sign.— 

laintiff recovered for personal injuries sustained in an 
intersection collision with defendant’s automobile, when de- 
fendant failed to come to a full stop at a stop sign (Sullivan 
v. Caruso, R. I. Supreme Ct., § 706,986). 


Milk Truck-Automobile Collision.— Plaintiff recovered for dam- 


ages to his milk truck caused in a collision with defendant's 
car which was due to the fast and wreckless driving of 
defendant’s employee (Poston v. Alexander, Okla. Supreme 
Ct., J 706,960). 


Non-Residents Service Act.—Service of summons under the 


Non-Residents Service Act was not a violation of the equal 
protection clause of the constitution, even though a non- 
resident defendant could be sued in any county and a resi- 
dent defendant could only be sued in the place of the accident 
or the place of his residence, since neither could insist as a 
matter of right that the litigation be tried in the county 
where the accident occured (Pansram v. O’Donnell, U. S. 


Dist. Ct., Dist. of Minn., § 706,962). 


Pedestrians Injured.—Plaintiffs did not recover for personal 


injuries sustained when they suddenly decided to cross the 
street and stepped into the path of defendant's truck when 
the driver thereof no longer had an opportunity to avoid 
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striking them (Boggs v. L. & K. Transfer Co. Inc.; Watts v. 
L. & K. Transfer Co., Inc., La. Ct. of App., § 706,950, 706,951). 
Crossing Highway.—Plaintiff wife failed to recover for the 
death of her husband killed by defendant’s truck while crogs- 
ing a highway at night, since decedent was guilty of con- 
tributory negligence (IV/hite’s Auto Stores et al. v. Boaz et al, 
Tex. Ct. of Civ. App., § 706,967). Flagging Truck.—Plain- 
tiff failed to recover for personal injuries sustained when 
standing near the center of the highway, attempting to flag 
defendant's truck, he was run down, since he was guilty of 
contributory negligence (Dean v. Allied Underwriters et al, 
La. Ct. of App., 706,971). 


, 


Railroad’s Liability. —Plaintiff’s judgment for injuries sustained 


when smoke from a fire on defendant’s right of way blotted 
out her vision and that of the driver of an opposing vehicle 
which caused them to collide was reversed and the cause 
remanded, since a special issue submitted did not set out 
the specific method charged by plaintiff as to the way de- 
fendant’s employees set the fire (Erisman v. Thompson, 
Trustee, International-Great Northern R. R. Co., Tex. Supreme 
Ct., 9 706,982). Wrongful Death Action.—The natural 
mother of decedent, who was killed in a railroad crossing 
collision, was not permitted to recover from defendant rail- 
road, since she failed to plead and prove circumstances that 
would warrant the court in concluding that she would have 
regained custody of the boy (Cantu et vir v. Southern Pacific 
Ry. Co. et al., Tex. Ct. of Civ. App., | 706,966). 


Rear-End Collisions.—Since the negligence of the third party 


defendants, the owners of the two cars in front of plaintiff's 
in the line of traffic which collided before defendant’s cab 
crashed into the rear end of plaintiff’s car forcing it into 
the forward cars, was not the proximate cause of plain- 
tiffs damages, the directed verdict in their favor was proper 
(Brotman, t.a. The Diamond Cab Company v. McNamara et al., 
Md. Ct. of App., { 706,965). Colliding with Parked Tractor.— 
Plaintiff failed to recover for personal injuries sustained 
when the car in which he was riding, after passing through 
defendant’s headlights streaming across the road, collided 
with a tractor parked so that about two feet extended over 
onto the road, since the tractor was not left there by defend- 
ant’s servant (Leathers v. Dillon et al., Kan. Supreme Ct., 


| 706,977). 


Taxi Turning into Line of Traffic Striking Car.—Plaintiff re- 


covered for personal injuries sustained when a taxi of defend- 
ant, standing at a curb, turned into the line of traffic and 
struck the fender of the car in which plaintiff was a pas- 
senger (Schneck v. Co-Op Cab Co., Inc., Ohio Ct. of App., 
J 706,978). 


Wrong Side of Road.—Plaintiff-passengers recovered for per- 


sonal injuries sustained when defendant’s car travelling on 
the wrong side of the road collided head on with the truck 
in which they were riding, which had been pulled partially 
off the highway and stopped when the approaching car 
was noticed; plaintiff-owner, however, failed to recover for 
damage done to the truck, loss of income from the truck 
and mental anguish as a result of his wife’s injuries, since he 
failed to offer proof of the value of the damages suffered 
(Blanke et ux. v. Miranne et al.; Dillon v. Miranne et al.; 
Letitia Edwards v. Miranne; William Edwards v. Miranne, 
La. Ct. of App., J 706,952, 706,953, 706,954, 706,955). 


Paragraph (f) numbers refer to the full opinion texts in the CCH Insurance Law Reporting Service units. 
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